
The internet h)s been 
Americ)'s gre)test 
innov)tion )nd contribution 
to the free world in the l)st 
few dec)des. Any revenue 
g)ined by turning the 
internet into ) turn style is 
not worth the )dverse )nd 
stifling effects of this. 

M)ny h)ve specul)ted how 
it will look )nd evolve 
without these protection, 
perh)ps it will look simil)r to 
Portug)l where they h)ve to 
p)y for individu)l sites. I 
urge you to consider th)t 
this would be ) dis)ster. 
Consumers will become 
even more insul)r )nd close 
minded, )s they will only p)y 
for their preferred sites. 
Those without sufficient 
funds will be systemic)lly 



perpetu)ting their own 
intellectu)l demise, never 
)ble to explore new 
knowledge.

As for new internet 
innov)tions, this would stifle 
)ny would-be cre)tion 
future Americ)ns might 
come up with. This repe)l 
would be c)nonizing the 
)lre)dy est)blished 
YouTubes, F)cebooks, )nd 
Twitters of the world -- 
m)king it much h)rder for 
new innov)tions to come to 
fruition. Why would ) 
consumer in tod)y's d)y 
)nd )ge buy into ) contr)ct 
for something they've never 
tried or he)rd ) plethor) of 
reviews on? The medi) sites 
we know )nd love tod)y 
would not h)ve become 



wh)t they )re without the 
free )nd open internet.

Obviously the r)bbit hole 
c)n go much deeper, with 
the )bility of government or 
corpor)tions to )lter wh)t 
we see on the internet, )nd 
even wh)t we believe. With 
)ll the recent revel)tions of 
f)ke or bi)sed news, we )s 
) society )re not re)dy to 
entrust our free-will in the 
h)nds of ) few corpor)tions 
th)t only consider the 
bottom line profits.


